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who professedly made such diligent enquiries. But Luke ac-
companied Paul to Rome" We are warranted, therefore, to
date Matthew's Greek Gospel about A.D. 63*.

And this date, A.D. 63, above thirty years after the resurrec-
tion, is more credible than the earlier dates of A.D. 49, accord-
ing to the Pascal Chronicle, or A.D. 41, according to TheopJiy-
lact. Because a writer of the second century, and such as
Irenaus, Bishop of Lyons, and the friend of Polycarp, had
surely better means of historical information., in respect to a
recent fact of the first century, than those subsequent writers of
the seventh and eleventh centuries. Internal evidence also
supports the first date: Matthew observes, that " the potter's
jield was called the field of blood, unto this day? xxvii. 8 ; that
a the report of the Roman soldiers, that the disciples had stolen
the "body of JESUS, was circulated among the Jeios, until this
day? xxviii. 15; both intimating a considerable interval of
time between these facts and the publication of his Gospel.

This also was the fittest time of all. For while the eye-wit-
nesses and "ministers of THE ORACLE" were performing their
arduous and important commission of " disciplining all nations?
by "preaching the Gospel every where," they had scarcely.
leisure for writing; but when they were "finishing their
course," to supply the place of their oral instructions, after their
decease, the written became necessary. This it was which in-
duced Peter to write his Epistles to the Jewish converts of " the
dispersion? 1 Pet. i. 1; Paul, his Epistle to the Hebrews; and
James and John their general Epistles; and likewise the
Evangelists.

2. Though Iren&us names Luke before Mark, it is not de-
cisive to confirm the received order, because he had named
Peter before Paul, and therefore, in the order of composition,
^ the disciple of Peter" should precede " the follower of Paul"
All that we can fairly collect from his account is, that neither
of them wrote until after the death of those Apostles, whose
doctrines they communicated to the world. Hence then, we
cannot assign an eajpHer date than A.D. 65, to either of their
Gospels; and we are warranted to assume, that Luke wrote his
Gospel and Acts about A.D. 66, and Mark about A.D. 67.
Both are allowed to have written before the destruction of Je-

^* We may add, that Paul himself, in the whole course of his Epistles, takes no notice
.of an\ written Gospel.